To limit the theme of "politics in Ovid" to the nature of his relationship to Augustus, Augustanism and the institution of the principate may indeed be to exclude or play down signifi cant factors, be they connected to class-structure or imperialist policy, gender-relations or cultural identity, in the complex fabric of Roman political life as a whole;
1 and yet no account of "politics in Ovid" can escape the Augustan shadow that will predominate in the limited space available here. The opposition that long tended to be drawn between pro-and anti-Augustan readings of Ovid has given way in recent scholarship to a less polarizing approach-but not one that retreats into a passive neutrality, or an apolitical non-Augustanism, as if the political traffi c of the text comes to a standstill in the gridlock of the possible pro-and anti-Augustan implications of his verse. The more nuanced approach that has gained ground in recent years is to stress Augustus' signifi cance not as a person but as an idea, his power not static and immanent within him but relying on his exploitation of external energies. As Kennedy puts it, his power was "a collective invention, the symbolic embodiment of the confl icting desires, incompatible ambitions and aggressions of the Romans, the instrumental expression of a complex network of dependency, repression and fear." 2 "Augustanism" was not an ideology invented by a few and imposed on a passive audience from above, 3 but a collective Roman experience, for Barchiesi "an all-embracing discourse, which is able to take over and transform to its own ends the resources of the collective imagination."
4 Whether in his rebuilding program, his moral reforms or his intervention in Rome's religious and ritual life, "Augustus" was an all-penetrating presence and phenomenon, Augustan ideology "a whole gareth williams way of thought, a total value system" 5 which appealed to "notions of continuity, stability, fi xity-the urbs aeterna." 6 But the tension that Hardie explores between this "ideology of permanence" and the memory of violent upheaval in the last decades of the republic 7 exemplifi es the broader strain carried by Augustan discourse as a constant state of negotiation between past and present. Even as the new regime brought stability of a kind, Augustus hovered ambiguously between imperial and republican images of authority; the splendors of the new Rome vied with the Augustan emphasis on the moral values of paupertas ("poverty") and modest living; and however much Augustus insisted on his allegiance to Roman tradition, Feeney well captures the mood of the Roman moment in stating that "it was (and is) always possible to concentrate on the ways in which he was an anomaly, a novelty, a challenge to Roman powers of defi nition, occupying novel, uncategorisable conceptual areas." 8 From this perspective any neat distinction between politics and literature collapses before Augustus' presence in Ovid's verse not as a fi xed commodity but as a fl uid object of representation, 9 of controversy; at issue is not whether Ovid is pro-or anti-Augustan, but the extent to which he captures the complexity of Augustus as a fl oating signifi er, 10 an idea always in development. In any given passage or work the different implications of Ovid's treatment of Augustus, some loyal and fl attering, others not, thus construct the problem that is Augustus: the balancing of perspectives is no mere game of innuendo, or the sly play of a poet indifferent to the "serious" politics of the age, but necessary for capturing the elusiveness that is essential to the nature of Augustus. In this respect Myers rightly stresses Ovid's "profound engagement with the regime's whole programme, his insistent probings of the very underpinnings of its authority" and "his deep understanding of the transformative nature of Augustus' manipulations of culture, power, and identity"; 11 Ovid writes not for or against but about 12 Augustus and Augustan Romanness, and to privilege
